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(H) For the cost of expanding the Advanced

Passenger Information System.
(I) For the cost of increasing rewards for

information leading to the arrest and convic-
tion of terrorists.

(J) For the cost of conducting classes, or
otherwise assisting or encouraging, legal im-
migrants to the United States to attain
American citizenship.

(K) For the cost of such other activities
that, in the discretion of the Attorney Gen-
eral, will reduce: illegal transit of the Na-
tion’s borders, the flow of illegal drugs
across such borders, the time necessary to
process applications for asylum in the Unit-
ed States, and the number of alien criminals
incarcerated in this country.

(2) Funds made available under subpara-
graph (A) in each fiscal year shall be allotted
to districts of the Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service in proportion to the
amount of illegal immigration in each dis-
trict as the Attorney General finds to have
occurred in the preceding fiscal year and rea-
sonably anticipated in the coming fiscal
year.∑
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AMERICAN CLASS STRUGGLE

∑ Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, A.M.
Rosenthal had a column recently in the
New York Times titled ‘‘American
Class Struggle,’’ that contains a great
deal of common sense that we ought to
be listening to.

I am uncomfortable when people of
either party start moving on economic
class line demagoguery, and there has
been some of that on both sides.

I was particularly pleased to read in
the Rosenthal column the comments
by a highly respected economist Felix
J. Rohatyn. He said in a speech at
Wake Forest University:

The big beneficiaries of our economic ex-
pansion have been the owners of financial as-
sets and a new class of highly compensated
technicians working for companies where
profit-sharing and stock ownership was wide-
ly spread.

What is occurring is a huge transfer of
wealth from lower-skilled middle-class
American workers to the owners of capital
assets and to the new technological aristoc-
racy.

As a result, the institutional relationship
created by the mutual loyalty of employees
and employers in most American businesses
has been badly frayed. . . . These relation-
ships have been replaced by a combination of
fear for the future and a cynicism for the
present as a broad proportion of working
people see themselves as simply temporary
assets to be hired or fired to protect the bot-
tom line and create ‘‘shareholder value.’’

Mr. President, I ask that the Rosen-
thal column be printed in the RECORD.

The column follows:
AMERICAN CLASS STRUGGLE

(By A.M. Rosenthal)

When the Republicans took over Congress
in the November election, I didn’t take it
hard. I voted for candidates from both par-
ties, so I told my Democratic friends not to
go into mourning. After all, shifting control
of Congress once every few decades was not
exactly destroying democracy.

But I began to get nervous when I heard
Representative Newton Gingrich boast that
he was a revolutionary, the only one around.

Myself, I think the first American Revolu-
tion was carried out well enough to be the
last. Any major-party leader who prattles
about being a revolutionary strikes me as

stunningly insensitive to the havoc that rev-
olutions cause, especially when they are
rooted not in oppression but in the brain of
a politician afloat in self-esteem.

I still give him the benefit of the doubt;
put the revolutionary talk down to a boyish
pose. But sometimes a pose creates a result
a young fellow might not foresee.

The fact is that the ambitions of the New-
tonians, their lust for the quick, dramatic
change and their deep fascination with them-
selves do have in them the makings of one
important ingredient of revolution. That is
class struggle.

Done carefully, with each Federal program
to be sliced examined with the caring atten-
tion that we usually save for our own self-in-
terest, much of the Contract With America
could be of benefit.

But absent that tenderness, the program is
turning into more than Americans who voted
for it might want. They expected to save
some government money spent on other
Americans, give bureaucrats the scare of
their lives, and have a good housecleaning.

But I doubt they expected the slash-and-
burn campaign the Republicans have mount-
ed against so much of the economic and so-
cial safety net created by Republican as well
as Democratic administrations since World
War II.

What’s more, all this is going on when a
particular kind of economic expansion is
also taking place. Felix G. Rohatyn, senior
partner of Lazard Freres, described it in a
speech at Wake Forest University last week:

‘‘The big beneficiaries of our economic ex-
pansion have been the owners of financial as-
sets and a new class of highly compensated
technicians working for companies where
profit-sharing and stock ownership was wide-
ly spread.

‘‘What is occurring is a huge transfer of
wealth from lower-skilled middle-class
American workers to the owners of capital
assets and to the new technological aristoc-
racy.

‘‘As a result, the institutional relationship
created by the mutual loyalty of employees
and employers in most American businesses
has been badly frayed. . . . These relation-
ships have been replaced by a combination of
fear for the future and a cynicism for the
present as a broad proportion of working
people see themselves as simply temporary
assets to be hired or fired to protect the bot-
tom line and create ‘shareholder value.’ ’’

All right, put this attitude toward workers
as disposable together with ‘‘slash that net.’’
Target people on welfare wholesale, take im-
portant aid programs from immigrants, legal
or not, put Medicare on the cutting board
and hint that Social Security will be next.
Reduce money for narcotics therapy, sum-
mertime jobs for youngsters, health care and
other parts of the net created over the last
five decades. Cut very deep, very fast.

Inevitably Americans who find themselves
poorer or more frightened, with nothing be-
tween them and the ground, will look to
business, a big beneficiary and supporter of
the cuts, to erect a new net.

Too bad for them. Mr. Rohatyn warns that
it won’t work, that being the social safety
net of last resort is government’s business,
which makes two of us.

So: If they destroy too much of the govern-
ment safety net, Republicans will be loading
business down with a job it cannot do, with
working-class expectations it does not want
to meet and cannot.

As a bleeding-heart conservative, I believe
that will be not only the prescription for
class struggle but the beginning of its re-
ality.

Class struggle does not automatically
bring revolution—real, not sound-bite. But
in 1932, President Roosevelt understood the

danger of economic class struggle, and
moved to overcome it and save capitalism.
Left unrecognized or ignored, class struggle
creates divisions that can undermine soci-
ety—any society.∑
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THE 1995 NATIONAL DRUG
CONTROL STRATEGY

∑ Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak on the subject of drugs.
The Office of National Drug Control
Policy [ONDCP] has now released its
annual National Drug Control Strat-
egy, dated February 1995. I regret that
this strategy continues in the direction
established in the 1994 strategy, a di-
rection I strongly criticized at the
time. The administration has produced
another deeply flawed document that
will not advance the war against drugs.

In this document the administration
outlines its priorities for dealing with
illicit drugs. the document extols
treatment and prevention as the pri-
mary tools in combating the drug prob-
lem. The strategy never addresses
interdiction. It stresses policy changes
to enhance the administration’s de-
mand side approach to dealing with the
flood of foreign illegal drugs entering
the United States, rather than enforce-
ment efforts.

The document is 150 pages long, with
a 45 page long lost of consultants. The
strategy frequently contradicts itself
from one chapter to the next in its in-
terpretation of its findings, whether
the findings were based on surveys or
medical reports. This strategy provides
an overinflated justification for ex-
panded treatment and prevention ef-
forts, without ever dealing with the un-
derlying problem of the ease with
which illegal drugs can be obtained.

Furthermore, this document at-
tempts to distinguish between the drug
user and the drug dealer, claiming one
is a public health problem while the
other is a criminal. The truth of the
matter is that both using and dealing
are criminal violations and the dealer
could not exist, much less profit, with-
out the user. Drug dealers can only be
arrested by working through drug
users. Therefore, enforcement efforts
against users should not be curtailed,
but instead reinforced.

Some of the contradictions contained
within the report are serious. The re-
port begins with a strategy overview
which would lend the impression that
enforcement was going to be a major
theme in the strategy. This does not
turn out to be the case. Under the sec-
tion entitled ‘‘Principles for Respond-
ing to Illicit Drug Use’’, on page 10, the
report states: ‘‘To ensure the safety of
our communities, certainty of punish-
ment must be promoted for all drug of-
fenders—particularly young offenders.
All offenders must receive appropriate
punishment when they first encounter
the criminal justice system.’’ This
theme is further advanced on page 12,
section entitled ‘‘Action Plans for Re-
sponding to America’s Drug Problem’’
where it states ‘‘Use the authority of
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